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SUBJECT: CSCE: SWISS PROPOSAL 
HELSINKI FOR USDEL MPT 
REF: STATE 49869 

SUMMARY. INITIAL DISCUSSION AT MARCH 19 SENIOR POLADS 

MEETING OF TACTICS FOR HANDLING SWISS PROPOSAL FOR SYSTEM 

FOR PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES ( PSD) REVEALED GENERAL SUPPORT 

( MINUS TURKEY) FOR ITS INCLUSION UNDER AGENDA ITEM I. SOME 

DELEGATIONS EXPRESSED DOUBTS THAT SEPARATE SUB- COMMITTEE WAS 

ADVISABLE. US REDRAFT OF SWISS MANDATE WAS GENERALLY WELL 

RECEIVED. 

END SUMMARY. 

1. OPENING DISCUSSION. SPC CHAIRMAN NOTED THAT SWISS MANDATE 
SEEMED VERY GENERAL AND WOULD COMMIT ALLIES TO NOTHING 
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MORE THAN CONSIDERING MORE DETAILED PROPOSAL AT CSCE 
ITSELF. TURKISH REP ADVISED THAT ANKARA COULD NOT ACCEPT 
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SWISS PROPOSAL UNDER ITEM I AND BELIEVED IT SHOULD BE 
DISCUSSED UNDER ITEM IV ( FOLLOW- UP). HE EXPLAINED THAT 
ANKARA SAW SWISS PROPOSAL AS COUNTERWEIGHT TO SOVIET 
CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE IDEA. IN ADDITION, HE NOTED THAT 
DURING POLADS EXAMINATION OF SWISS PROPOSAL THERE HAD BEEN 
CONSIDERABLE SUPPORT FOR POSITION THAT TRIBUNAL FORMED 
UNDER IT SHOULD NOT HAVE JURISDICTION OVER POLITICAL/ 

MILITARY QUESTIONS. 

2. US REP SAID WE SUPPORTED TURKISH VIEW THAT POLITICAL/ 

MILITARY QUESTIONS SHOULD BE KEPT OUT OF PURVIEW OF TRIBUNAL 
FORMED UNDER SWISS PROPOSAL, BUT HE ADDED THAT WE BELIEVED A 
BETTER MEANS TO THIS END WOULD BE TO REDRAFT MANDATE TABLED 
BY SWISS. US REP DREW ON REFTEL AND CIRCULATED TEXT 
CONTAINED PARA 2. US TEXT WAS GENERALLY WELL RECEIVED. 
NETHERLANDS REP SAID HE COULD SUPPORT IT AND SEVERAL OTHER REPS 
SAID THEY COULD JOIN ANY CONSENSUS WHICH FORMED IN ITS 
SUPPORT. WITH REFERENCE TO TURKISH POSITION THAT SWISS 
PROPOSAL SHOULD BE CONSIDERED UNDER ITEM IV. NETHERLANDS REP 
SAID THIS WOULD MEAN THAT SEPARATE COMMITTEE, IN ADDITION 

TO COORDINATING COMMITTEE, WOULD HAVE TO BE FORMED AND WAS 
THEREFORE UNACCEPTABLE. MOST OTHER DELEGATIONS TOOK SIMILAR 
POSITION, AND TURKISH REP SAID HE WOULD SEEK FURTHER 
INSTRUCTIONS. 

3. BELGIAN REP SAID HIS AUTHORITIES HAD DOUBTS ABOUT 
WISDOM OF CREATING SEPARATE SUB- COMMITTEE FOR SWISS 
PROPOSAL. THIS WOULD, HE SUGGESTED, GIVE IT TOO MUCH 
IMPORTANCE. AS ALTERNATIVES, HE SUGGESTED THAT REFERENCE 
TO SWISS PROPOSAL EITHER BE INCLUDED IN MANDATE FOR PARENT 
COMMITTEE OR IN MANDATE FOR SUB- COMMITTEE ON PRINCIPLES. 
LATTER ALTERNATIVE, HE NOTED, WOULD HAVE ADVANTAGE OF 
TIEING SWISS PROPOSAL TO PRINCIPLE OF NON- USE OF FORCE, 

AS SWISS SUGGESTED. FRENCH REP SAID PARIS ALSO HAD DOUBTS 
ON SEPARATE SUB- COMMITTEE BUT ADDED THAT THIS QUESTION 
DEPENDED, TO LARGE DEGREE, ON RESOLUTION OF OVERALL 
DISAGREEMENT ON NEED TO SPECIFY TASKS OF SUB- COMMITTEES. 

HE ADDED THAT PARIS CONTINUED HAVE PROBLEMS WITH SOME 
ASPECTS OF SWISS PROPOSAL AND SUPPORTED ITS INSCRIPTION 
LARGELY AS TACTICAL MEASURE. 
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4. CANADIAN REP ASKED WHETHER US HAD ANY IDEAS ON 
MODALITIES OF TABLING ITS REVISED MANDATE, ASSUMING IT WAS 
ACCEPTED BY ALLIES. US REP SAID WE HAD NO FIRM IDEAS ON THIS 
POINT AND BELIEVED THIS WAS APPROPRIATE SUBJECT TO BE 
DISCUSSED AT FUTURE MEETING ALTHOUGH DELEGATIONS IN HELSINKI 
MIGHT BE BETTER PLACED TO COMMENT ON THIS. (COMMENT: UK REP 
AFTER THE MEETING SUGGESTED AN A 

« END OF DOCUMENT » 
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